CP's Position
On Soviet Jews

By Harry Ring

When the Communist Party held its national conven-
tion last February it was confronted with the urgent need
to take a stand on the disclosures of the destruction of

the national rights of the Jew-2

ish people in the Soviet Union.
The leadership of the Commun-
ist Party prevented a discus-
sion of this issue by the con-
vention delegates. Instead, un-
der the shabby pretext of “pres-
sure of other business” it put
through a motion to refer a res-
olution on the question to the in-
coming national committee.

On July 21, the Worker re-
ported that the new national
committee had finally adopted
a resolution on the Jewish ques-
tion in the Soviet Union. The
resolution is worth examining in
the context of previous CP pro-
nouncements on the question.

N. Y. RESOLUTION

Last March 31, the New York
State convention of the Commun-
ist Party adopted a resolution
on the Jewish question. A week
later, the Daily Worker in a
lengthy editorial entitled “A
Forthright Resolution,” trium-
phently hailed this action as
bone-crushing proof of the “new
course” charted by the ‘party, a
course which was supposed to
end ideological subservience to
the Kremlin.

Actually the resolution was far
from *“forthright.” True, it ex-
pressed “shock” at the slaughter
of Jewish writers under Stalin,
It deplored the abrogation of the
national rights of the Jews which
are supposed to be guaranteed by
‘the Soviet constitution and it
eéven pressed the Soviet govern-
ment for a statement of inten-
tions on the Jews, But at the
same time it attempted to as-
syre a deeply troubled Commun-
ist Party membership of its full
confidence that “the Soviet Par-
ty, which is steadily correcting
the errors of the Stalin period,
will, in the prockss it has begun
of examining the Jewish ques-
tion and the Leninist solution
to it, give full expression to
the cultural gyeeds and desires
of the Jewish people.”

NO EVIDENCE

This expression of “confi-
dence” was a new effort to
whitewash the Kremlin bureau-
cracy which hes destroyed the
great gains won by the Soviet
Jews as a result of the 1917
revolution. The resolution did not
and could not offer a shred of
evidence to bolster its claim that
the Kremlin was “examining”
the question or seeking a 'Len-
inist solution,” to it. All the
availeble facts proved the con-
trary and continue to prove the
contrary to this day.

The New York Sizte conven-
tion whitewash job was still
fresh in my mind as T sat down
to read the report on the pres-
ent naticmal committee resolu-
tion. This time there was no
editorial fanfare. Not even the
entire text of the resolution was
published. Instead T found a se-
ries of extracts buried in a ve-
port on five different resolutions
adopted by the committee. These
extrects seemed extremly fa-
miliar. T checked back on the res-
olution adopted four months ago
and, lo and behold, found the
published extracts of the present
resolution to be straight, word-
for-word yepetions of the New
York resolution!

In other words, four months
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later— four months in which
Khrushchey and company have
still not utteped a mumbling
word that would indicate an im-
provement of the lot of the Jews
—the leadership of the Commun-
ist Party brazenly repeats its
“confidence” that the ‘“errors”
are being rectified and things
are going to be fine and dandy
for the Soviet Jews.

This gratuitous insult to rank-
and-file Communists was appar-
ently too much even for the Jew-
ish language daily, Freiheit, to
stomach raw. In the same issue
in which it reported adoption of

the resolution, Freiheit also
pointedly published a recent, de-
vastating exchange on the

Jewish question between the So-
viet Society for Cultural Rela-
tions with Foreign Countries and
the Jewish Progressive Center
in Melbourne, Australia. The ex-
change was prompted by a res-
olution on the Jewish question
forwarded to the USSR by the
Melbourne group which is pro-
Soviet.

PRESTO — NO MORTE
PROBLEM

Replying to this resolution,
the Soviet letter asserts with
typic2l bureaucratic arrogance
that it springs from an ignor-
ance of “the life and culture
of the Soviet peoples.” The So-
viet povernment agency claims
that in all countries, except Is-
rael, Jews are “naturally” assim-
ilated. It then blandly asserts.
“There iz no Jewish ‘problem’
in the UISSR. For the overwhelm-
ing majority of the Soviet Jews,
their national language is Rus-
sian or the language of the Re-
publie in which they live.” The
letter continues, “We do not
deny that at a certain time there
occurred in the Soviet Union
certain violations of Soviet le-
enlity that have hit Soviet Jews
in the same way as they hit So-
viet citizens of other nationali-
t'es. Those who suffered inno-
cently by these violations, Jews
as well as non-Jews, are being
rehabilitated and given back
their full vights.” Finallv it as-
sures the Australians that the
Jews howe made big advances as
“part of the multi-million family
of the Soviet people.”

Tn a slashing reply which re-
ceives the editorial endorsement
of Fueiheit, the Australians dis-
pose of these arguments. They
write: “You point out in your
answer to us . . . that Jews are
permitted into all parts of the
national ecomomy and culture.
We are very satisfied to hear
that . . . But that is not the
whole storyv. We Jews in Aus-
tralia also have full citizenship
rights. as have Jews in a series
of other democratic countries.
But we don’t make much of 2
hullabaloo about it. . . .

DISTINGUISHING FEATURE

“What we have always consid-
ered a special manifestation of
advanced social legislation in the
Soviet Union was the fact that
Jews, thanks to the revolution,
fhad obtsined eonal rights, not
just as INDIVIDUALS but also
as a NATIONAT, group. The
Jewish eulture had been given
full riechts with all other nation-
al cultures . . . not as a favor,
bhut as a commenplace duty of a
socialist government. (Emphasis
in original.)

“What caused us to speak up,”
the letter adds, “is mot only
what. you eall ‘violations of Ie-
pality in which Jews and non-
Jews suffered” That is a mat-
ter by itself, But something else
heppened too—namely, the com-
plete and total liquidation of ev-
ery sign and expression of
the . Jewish people's cul-
ture.”

And the National Committee
of the Communist Party, in the
name of its “new look,” solemn-
1y assures us of its “confidence”
that the very people responsible
for the crimes detailed in the
letter of the Australians are go-
ing to rectify them any day
now!




